SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST

This checklist is for use by local governments to satisfy the requirements of WAC 173-26-201(3)(a), relating to submittal of Shoreline
Master Programs (SMPs) for review by the Department of Ecology (Ecology) under Chapter 173-26 WAC. The checklist does not create

new or additional requirements beyond the provisions of that chapter.

STATE RULE (WAC) REQUIREMENTS

Public involvement, communication, and coordination

LOCATION

COMMENTS

Documentation of public involvement throughout SMP
development process. WAC 173-26-201(3)(b)(i) and WAC 173-
26-090 and 100. For SSWS, see WAC 173-26-251(3)(a)

Pg.5-6

Documents contacts and locations

Documentation of communication with state agencies and
affected Indian tribes throughout SMP development. WAC 173-
26-201(3)(b)(ii) and (iii), WAC 173-26-100(3).

For saltwater shorelines, see WAC 173-26-221(2)(c){iii)(B).

For SSWS, see WAC 173-26-251(3)(a).

Pg. 5-6

Documents contacts and locations (Table 2a-2b)

Demonstration that critical areas regulations for shorelines are
based on the SMA and the guidelines, and are at least equal to
the current level of protection provided by the currently adopted
critical areas ordinance. WAC 173-26-221(2)(b)(ii),(iii) and (c).

Pg. 1

CAO Draft
Document,
2002-EES

Kennewick is updating both the Critical Areas
Ordinance and the Shoreline Master Program
together to eliminate any regulation conflicts
between the two.

Documentation of process to assure that proposed regulatory or
administrative actions do not unconstitutionally infringe upon
private property rights. See "State of Washington, Attorney
General's Recommended Process for Evaluation of Proposed
Regulatory or Administrative Actions to Avoid Unconstitutional
Takings of Private Property.” WAC 173-26-186(5).

Final submittal includes:

¢ evidence of local government approval (or a locally
approved “statement of intent to adopt”);

« new and/or amendatory text,

e environment designation maps (with boundary
descriptions and justification for changes based on
existing development patterns, biophysical capabilities
and limitations, and the goals and aspirations of the local
citizenry);

e asummary of the proposal together with staff reports and
supporting materials;

e evidence of SEPA compliance;

» copies of all comments received with names and
addresses. WAC 173-26-110

Submittal must include clear identification and transmittal of all
provisions that make up the SMP. This checklist, if complete,
meets this requirement. WAC 173-26-210(3)(a) and (h).

Shoreline Inventory

Inventory of existing data and materials. WAC 173-26-
201(3)(c)(i) through (x).

For jurisdictions with critical saltwater habitats, see WAC 173-26-
221(2)(c)(i(A)&(B).

Pg. 7-9

Table of significant documents collected during
the inventory process and where they apply in the
WAC 173-26-201 (c) i-x checklist.
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STATE RULE (WAC) REQUIREMENTS

LOCATION

COMMENTS

Shoreline Analysis

Characterization of shoreline ecosystems and their associated
ecological functions that:

¢ identifies ecosystem-wide processes and ecological
functions;

e  assesses ecosystem-wide processes to determine their
relationship to ecological functions;

e dentifies specific measures necessary to protect and/or
restore the ecological functions and ecosystem-wide
processes. WAC 173-26-201(3)(d)(i)(A).

Demonstration of how characterization was used to prepare
master program policies and regulations that achieve no net loss
of ecological functions necessary to support shoreline resources
and to plan for restoration of impaired functions. WAC 173-26-
201(3)(d)(IXE).

For vegetation, see WAC 173-26-221(5). For jurisdictions with
critical saltwater habitats, see WAC 173-26-221(2)(c)iii)(B).

Description of data gaps, assumptions made and risks to
ecological functions associated with SMP provisions. WAC 173-
26-201(2)(a)

Characterization includes maps of inventory information at
appropriate scale. WAC 173-26-201(3)(c)

Pg. 12-24

Pg. 10

Pg. ?

Lists the main ecological functions within distinct
shoreline segments. Also, this section identifies
degraded areas and restoration opportunities.

General Map Segments

Ecological Function Maps

Use analysis estimating future demand for shoreline space and
potential use conflicts based on characterization of current
shoreline use patterns and projected trends. Evidence that SMP
ensures adequate shoreline space for projected shoreline
preferred uses. Projections of regional economic need guide the
designation of "high-intensity” shoreline. WAC 173-26-
201(3)(d)(ii); WAC 173-26-211(5)(d)(ii)(B)

For SMPs that allow mining, demonstration that siting of mines is
consistent with requirements of WAC 173-26-241(3)(h)(i).

For SSWS:

+ evidence that SMP preserves adequate shorelands and
submerged lands to accommodate current and projected
demand for economic resources of statewide
importance (e.g., commercial shellfish beds and
navigable harbors) based on statewide or regional
analyses, requirements for essential public facilities, and
comment from related industry associations, affected
Indian tribes, and state agencies.

e Evidence that public access and recreation
requirements are based on demand projections that take
into account activities of state agencies and interests of
the citizens to visit public shorelines with special scenic
qualities or cultural or recreational opportunities. WAC
173-26-251(3)(c)(ii) & (iii)

s  Optimum implementation directives incorporated into
comp plan and development regulations. WAC 173-26-
251(2) & (3)(e)

For GMA jurisdictions, SMP recreational provisions are consistent
with growth projections and level-of-service standards contained
in comp plan. WAC 173-26-241(3)(i)

Pg. 11-12

Pg. 24-28

Pg.?

Pg. 24-25

Existing land use areas

Future land use and demands. Summaries of
future land use documents for the City, Parks and
the Port.

Land use maps

SSWS is addressed in the Comprehensive Plan
Document summary.
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guidelines criteria [WAC 173-26-211(5)], as well as existing use
pattern, the biological and physical character of the shoreline and
the goals and aspirations of the community. WAC 173-26-
211(2)(a). WAC 173-26-110(3)

Lands designated as “forest lands of long-term significance” under
RCW 36.70A.170 are designated either natural or rural
conservancy shoreline environment designations. WAC 173-26-
241(3)(e).

For SSWS, demonstration that environment designation policies,
boundaries, and use provisions implement SMA preferred use
policies of RCW 90.58.020(1) through (7). WAC 173-26-251(3)(c)

STATE RULE (WAC) REQUIREMENTS LOCATION COMMENTS
Restoration plan that:
s identifies dggraded areas,_im[.)aired ecological functions, Pg. 28-31 Looks at degraded areas and restoration
and potential restoration sites; . s
; . s . opportunities within these areas.
«  Establishes restoration goals and priorities, including
SMP goals and policies that provide for restoration of Pg. 31-32 . . e .
impaired ecological functions: Estaphshes restoration priority and possible
e Identifies existing restoration projects and programs; Pg. 32-33 funding
¢ Identifies additional projects and programs needed to
achieve local restoration goals, and implementation
strategies including identifying prospective funding
sources
¢ sets timelines and benchmarks for implementing
restoration projects and programs;
¢ provides mechanisms or strategies to ensure that
restoration projects and programs will be implemented
according to plans and to appropriately review the
effectiveness of the projects and programs in meeting
the overall restoration goals. WAC 173-26-186(8)(c);
201(2)(c)&(f)
For critical freshwater habitats: incentives to restore water
connections impeded by previous development. WAC 173-26-
221(2)(c)(iv)(C)(IH).
For 8SWS, identification of where natural resources of statewide
importance are being diminished over time, and master programs Pg. 29-31 Addressed in the restoration opportunities and
provisions that contribute to the restoration of those resources. degraded areas section. Areas which may
WAC 173-26-251(3)(b) diminish over time are the golf course area/ Clover
Island. Pollution and run-off control is important in
these areas.
Evidence that each environment designation is consistent with Pg. 34-35 Preliminary suggested designations.
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STATE RULE (WAC) REQUIREMENTS

LOCATION

COMMENTS

Assessment of how proposed policies and regulations cause,
avoid, minimize and mitigate cumulative impacts to achieve no
net loss policy. Include policies and regulations that address
platting or subdividing of property, laying of utilities, and mapping
of streets that establish a pattern for future development.
Evaluation addresses:

(i) current circumstances affecting the shorelines and relevant
natural processes;

(i) reasonably foreseeable future development and use of the
shoreline (including impacts from unregulated activities,
development exempt from permitting, and other incremental
impacts); and

(ili) beneficial effects of any established regulatory programs
under other local, state, and federal laws. WAC 173-26-
201(3)(d)(iii) and WAC 173-26-186(8)(d)

For jurisdictions with critical saltwater habitats, identification of
methods for monitoring conditions and adapting management
practices to new information. WAC 173-26-221(2)(c)(iii)}(B).

For SSWS, evidence that standards ensuring protection of
ecological resources of statewide importance consider cumulative
impacts of permitted development. WAC 173-26-251(3)(d)(i)
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